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Capping harbor polhitioii moves c% fGr#ar(L 
THE NEWS-SUN'S to prop up two businesses 

FRANKAbderhoWen that pay less taxes each 
reported on the Nov. 13 »,,$tar tha? an a?er^block 
m«0tiii|ffadid to discuss the of bepes in Waukegan. 
United State's Environment̂ *; How does the UJ^EPA 
tal Protection. Agency!s atfcem^tojuslfysuclia ' 
approach tb "cleaning" the ^monumental aibsidy?They 
Waukegan Harbor anil cratdciffout (and paid for) 
includisd some comments 
from me in the article. T 
wotii'Hke to expand upon 
those comments as 1 
beUemthis issvK ifof 
overridiiig iiidnceni hot 
piily to Witdeepn residents 

region of the State of 
IllBb»**'- . . . 
*1li 8BJmaari^;theEPA 
agrees with what the city 
has been saying;!)^:^, •"" 
yeSri'iilB'alderinan^ 
that tiie harhor can be 
safe^ "capped" (coverecl 
withsand) for afractiMt& 
the cost'oAdredgkig. There 
ĵ jwhug^ differeace to cost 
between the two options Ĵ ^ 
as estimî ed $9.6 hillliQn 
tocapand^fijiffionto 

j^"^dy" by something 
called tiie Norihea* 
Midwest Institute that 
dlMmed that "almost all of 
the are î̂ «CQnoirf̂ v.«-,,,. 
activ% and mtinidpal 
services depencl in some 
mamierm the hai€iii*'«:'- -. 
Thai inay have been true 
50 yeart 1 ^ when we still 
h^25,0(k)ioSibelowthe 
bluff, but to clamt that now 
is pure hog'wsBKsĥ  , „ . 

•yraiffiis true and-' "••fMsh,. 
accurate are the conclu-
mohs reached in the 2003 
master piitaitiiat the city of 
"^aukej^, after much 
public disciission and 
mput,iacc^tti|Mi 
Ski^jt^le, Owings aiid;'*-:;--
«ri-iD. We decided t» 

dred^.Anditisimportant^oveforwardandpatoar 
to.un#r5taiidtheU.S.!^A uidastri^leg»^hehmd 
accepts both options as tm- >> 'c, 
being;(@p̂ lIS| protective of a ^ The council not only 

. human heaM ajod the.: . .'accepted apian, but also 
enviFonmentThink about "took action 1^turning 
tiiat. 

Sowhy,doesth|U.S, 
EPAwaatto dreage?The 
only justification to spend 
ths^ extra $25 million is to 
maintain ||d^ep naviga
tional (A^^E^^i: 

doi»#¥piil«rplant 
proposal from Einder-

-Morgan and defeated a 
plan by the North Shore 
San^ury IDi^ctto put a 
s e w ^ slui^ll ippnerator 
on our lake&oiii eveii 

wallboifd plaint and cement though these would have 
storage fecility. These two generated sorely needed 
ent^rises collectively pay 
about $200,000 in property 
taxes each year. 

So, in essence, the U.S. 
EPA wants to U8e$25̂ -
million of your tax dollars 

tax revenue benefltS; 
Will turning our harbor 

Mdlafi^lront tea resides-
tEiI, open space, light " 
commerdd. and marina-
related budness area make 

economic sense and creaiie 
jobs? We only need to look 
to at biir neighbor to the " 

"north, Kenosha. 
i called tiifiKenosIlP 

assessor tbis past summer * 
and was told that tiieir» , 
exciting harborfront 
development (which 
mirrors wJiat Watikegan's 
master plan calls for) has fate 
just eight short years 
genli^ed ovî l̂ Ẑ millidn 
in new tax revenues. The • 
expectation 18, that itwili 
jumpW about §l5Ml}ion 
in revenues in the next two 
to three years whm their 
project reache^completibtt. 
"So for about the same 

amount ptlalffifront̂ . 
property ̂  the gypstUftî , 
wd cement plants siton, 
they,get over $2 milUon 
more m annus^t^,, 
revenues. Pret^ffiipres-
sfe. And Wauke^ has ^' 
!3ij|.tim^j^.}iai£iroDt -. 
landtodfeve&iiJs#fti5ft,j,_̂ '̂. 

...-KenosffjC'''-"--- "^h, 
,..fe What also has not be i^ ' 
discussed or factored mto t: 
the ttSr BPA prc^pos^^, 

; tiie potential EiieiDeflt to the 
Waukegan schools. %r 
Lakefront development vrill 
geheiatemjanimlflionsui ' 
new sales abtlliitqierty 
taxes. District 60 wfllhe-;-
the fun beneficiary of these^ 
new revenues f i lh little 
additional imlka^dii ti^ 
school population i t s e ^ ^ 

Everyone who truly ? 
cares about the future of 
our ci|yiiiPt||;schools and 
realizingtbii^sion of our 
master plan, must pay:; 
attention to this issue. Hiat 
is why I believe the futOfeî  
of our city should be :-fi-

dedded by yotif elected' :' 
representatives, not by a > 
fedetal agency like theU.S. 
EPAthilcIrarlyhM # 
aiiotherageadi^^ , J 

OheflnalpomtThat , 
"extra'̂ $lSSnullipn can still 
be put to good use; 

TheU.S.EPAhasnot^ 
wdely advatlsed thisas of 
j^t,1mt t h ^ estimate the 
cleanup costs to removfr̂  
the toxins at the old OMC 
Plant 2 site rigl* across th% 
street fi^m the harbor as • 
bei"aginthe$20to$25 " 
million rangeC^ey. ' 
propo^, initially, to build' 
aa undergitiiffid"dike"' to ' 
preveht the toxins/PCBS 
found ui ticte groundwater ' 
from rUinii^^back into the 
harbor and Lak^ MTcMgan, 
pounis Hke a gpftd idea to 
* % • • • ' " ' ' ' • • • ' ! ! ! 

m an alderman, I canndt 
in goiKl consoittto stand,, 
by silently. I pmi^$a fobk 
mtt forour taii^ayeii ahd 
tHe-fHture!w:bi|padc 
benel^of theecBre * 
regi0a% ensuringwe 
'move ferward with our 

Icannot support 
propjpingujjJlf couple of, 
buanesssesto the tune of 
$25 milttoii when that 
nion^ coiild be ptittd^ 
better use. I much prefer 
thatWaiikegil'inove ,J 
forward, not be piished * 
back into the past. 

~:. I hcq?e thefcpp^rs of 
this region now have a 
better uilderstahding of the 
issue, tiie impUcations to 
their po(^|!tbook and the 
future of our great dit. 

Rick Larson ifth^ 
akf«tnancrf ; ' 
Waukegarfs 8tK Ward -


